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Tka. OcoBcHHO, eClid TO KHUBOTHOE OBIIO HE MECTHOIO MpOUC-
XOXKICHUS] - oBL@, Ko3a. Kaxercs, OCHOBHOW ITyTh - 3TO 3I30~
FAMHBIC B3aMMOOTHOIICHUS, KOTOPbIC [IPEJAHONIONKUTEIBEHO OBUIN
MATPUIIOKATBHBIMUA. B TO ¢ BpeMs (B CPEAHEM HEOJUTE) HAdaTach
TOPTOBJIsl SIHTApPEM M CJIaHLEM C CCBEPHBIMU COCCISIMU. TaKvaI
06pa3oM, HACTalo BpeMsl, KOrja B oOlUcCTBE 0OpasoBaics crot,
KOTOPBII TpeGOoBaJl BCErO 3TOTO - M 9TO OOYCIOBUIO OLICTPBIT
mporpecc. BHesariHoe IMOSIBICHME W TaKoe K€ BHE3AHOC HCYe3”
HoBeHHEe JKYLIEBCKOW  KyJIbTyphl HAaBEJO HEKOTOPBIX — HCCIIC™
fopareyicii Ha MbICAL 0 ToM, 4ro ZKyuesckasg KyjbTypa NpHHAL"
JeXana HEeU3BECTHOMY MCUE3HYBIIEMY IUleMeHY. OQHAKO 3TO HE
tak. Kynsrypy HIHypoBoit KepaMuKu, I10 HAIIEMy MHCHUIO, ClIe”
AyeT TIOHMMAThL KaK BIOoXy. A IDaHMla MEKIY 2I0XaMH, TSN U3
TICPCIIEKTUBbI, BCEra IMPEACTABIIETCS BHE3AIHOM - pOMaHCKas -
TOTHUCCKASl - PEHECCAHCOBASL M T.IL., BPOJIE HC MMCIOLIME CBASU
Mexay coGoio. B HaHHOM ciiydae TAKXKe CTAIKUBACMCS CO CMCHOM
ATI0X, KOTOpas TOJIbKO B TIEPCIEKTUBE [IPE/CTABNISICTCHA BHEC3AITHOM,
OJIHAKO TIPOMCXOJISIIIMC BHYTPEHHUE [TyOUHHBIC MPOLECCHI UMCIOT
BAKHOE SHAUCHHWE HE TOJBKO JUISE 3allafHBbIX, HO W UL BOCTOUHBIX

QaJITOB.
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Hldiké Loze

ON CULTURAL DIFFERENTIATION
IN THE LATE NEOLITHIC OF EASTERN BALTIC

The territory of Eastern Baltic in the Late Neolithic in the culturally-
ethnic respect does not represent a united whole. This is conditioned by
the whole course of historical development of culturally-ethnic complexes
of the preceding time, because in the Middle Neolithic in the territory
under consideration changes took place breaking the cultural unity cha-
racteristic of the Early Neolithic Narva culture investigated for the pre-
sent only in the territory of the Lubdna Lowland (Latvia)' and in
Estonia®,

According to the elaborated chronological scale of the Early Neolithic
of Eastern Baltic, the Narva culture dated in the territory of Latvia from
the Early Neolithic should be ascribed to 4500-3000/2900 BP.? The ear-
liest stage fo development of this culture investigated in the Zvidze and
Osa settlement sites (the Lubana Lowland) keeps just within these
chronological limits, but the middle stage of development of this culture
in the Kéapa settlement site (Estonia) dates from a later period of time -
2900-2690 BP.*

According to this scale, early monuments of the Neolithic and their
radiocarbon datings synchronize with those of the Middle Neolithic cul-
tures of the central part of Eastern Baltic.’

In the Middle Neolithic in the territory of Eastern Baltic the presence
of two different complexes of the Porous Pottery culture and the Comb-
and-Pit-marked Pottery culture was observed. The former was interpre-
ted differently: the Eastern Baltic culture in the territory of the Lubana
Lowland®, the Sarnate one - in the Latvian littoral of the Baltic Sea’ | the
Narva one - on the banks of Lake Kretuonas® and in the Lithuanian litto-
ral of the Baltic Sea’ , but the Comb-and-Pit-marked Pottery culture
spread in the territory of Estonia'’ , Latvia'' , as well as partly on the
banks of Lake Kretuonas' , was connected by investigators only with the
western complex of the so-called typical and late comb-and-pit-marked
pottery.

According to investigations in the territory of Latvia, the Middle
Neolithic Porous Pottery culture (pottery of the Piestina and Zvidze
type) formed in the course of intermingling of the local Early Neolithic
Narva culture and the newcomer - the Comb-and-Pit-marked Pottery cul-
ture.”

Indeed, the Middle Neolithic pottery of this type in the territory of
the Lubédna Lowland possesses features characteristic of the comb-and-
pit-marked pottery manifesting themselves in the technology of making
and forms of vessels, as well as in ornamentation - the presence of comb
and smooth patterns.'



Particularly strikingly ornaments of cqnb pattern are redpreserlltt'eédk;
uncontoured, as well as contoured simple, double and multio
15
lho"r[[“lt?:character of ornamentation of the Middle NCOht‘th ‘p‘or?us péoctk
tery of the Lubana Lowland (comb and §mooth pa‘ttems, use ,O z; S [Ihe
wound round with cord)"® allows to ascribe thls kind of pottgryﬂg the
comb type when the Early Neoli.thic pottery of th}e Na'rvaityptedllré S ¢
ritory of Latvia is ornamented with both comb pat‘tern‘anc n? ‘ “l.. -
On the other hand, it should be noted thqt the Mlddle I\_co ithic p -
tery in more southern territories of the region under ccms;;lewrzttttllc‘)n,ciu
particular on the banks of Lake Kretuonas (the Kretuqnas l se crr(l) oot
site), was ornamented mainly with notcbes, but comb un.prmt\‘s wered o
numbered.'® Comb ornamentation was little spread in thlii rengJc()Jn ?r?nd‘
not enjoy popularity as compared with Qottery of the Lubana ! wat ;nS
Thus, the Middle Neolithic pottery from the'banks of Lake Kre Lllo .(,1
and from the Lubina Lowland cannot be ascgbed to thﬁ: samej cu lulm
unit as to the character of ornamentation of vessels - in the: ‘Iju )ax}a
Lowland comb pattern prevails, but on the banks of Lake Kretuonas
“hes are in the majority. - |
notfﬁi: fg;inLate Né]()litki/ic cultures - the Ezllt;stern Baltic culture (\pf)tt;r}i
of the Abora type) in the Lubana Lowland B thezg\larva cult:urlcr LrI{ g (x;
territory of the Lithuanian littoral of the Baltl‘c Sea and on tpg 7‘-\1’1 i(cd
Lake Kretuonas® | as well‘ as the Late Neolithic Comb—ap@- 1t~lrpj;r o
Pottery culture in Estonia® - form the stratum _ot popu.latmn. \;lfnm
newcomer - the Corded Pottery Culture - came- m‘to contact th' -
The Late Neolithic porous pottery of the Lubina Iiowla‘nc‘i, mvoshgrzlt—
ted in several settlement sites - Abora I, Asge I, LagaZa, Eml’« E:tS‘ godt te
character of ornamentation of the surface of vess‘cls,' may be ‘cvl.S(,li'l euncc)1
the type of comb potteries with an increased apphcal.xon of a fSll; WO
round with cord, using also carved lines and geometrlcal‘ motifs. Ny ‘
The Late Neolithic porous pottery frox.n‘ th§ banks of Lakc%.IQ cl;LI;ma:;
investigated after materials of the Zemaitiske 1 seftlemcnt site, zf ong
to the group of potteries with notched and carved 0111z1n1ent§1t1c)11..7. _
Hence, also in the Late Neolithic in the eastern part of the reg?[i uln.
der consideration - in the Lubana Lowland and on the banks QI abcc
Kretuonas - the presence of potterict:)s withldxtterent ornamentation, be-
ing to different culture units is observed. . |
mn%l\;ll%cf ;léfmnpting to put culturally-ethnic problems rcgardxf}% DLIa)ltc
Neolithic cultures of local origin, investigators' qrgumen'ts dllfg. he 81
rous Pottery culture (the so-called Eastern BalFxc ogc) H_l the temtm"y !
the Lubana Lowland is interpreted as a complicated p.hcns)mclﬂ;on, cono~
bining in itself both Indo-European and Egstem Baltlc.-le?ls COH;{P]
nents.2 This is confirmed not only by studying pottery, its forms, making

31

technology and ornamentation, but also by investigations in anthropology
in the course of which the presence of two anthropological types was
stated.®

Another attitude was observed when studying antiquities from the
banks of Lake Kretuonas - the decisive role in formation of the Baltic
culture was ascribed to the Middle and Late Neolithic Narva culture.?’

When investigating ethnogenesis of the Baltic peoples, the Late Neo-
lithic cultures undoubtedly rouse great interest, nevertheless, it is worth-
while also to dwell upon the Corded Pottery culture. The latter, accor-
ding to opinion of the majority of archaeologists, represents first Indo-
Europeans in the territory of Eastern Baltic. However, as to the question
on the very Baltic population, scientists are of different opinion. On the
one hand, R. Rimantiené¢ has accepted that the newcomer Corded Pot-
tery culture, when interacting with the Niemen one, formed the Rzucew
(Pamariy) culture identified with bearers of the Western Baltic ethnos.?
It is emphasized that the substratum of local cultures from the Dnieper-
Donets lies in the basis of formation of the Eastern Baltic culture.’ On
the whole, it is acknowledged lately that the Western Balts have existed
in the region of spreading of the Rzucew culture™, but the bearers of the
Middle Dnieper, Fatjanavo and Balanovo cultures are identified with the
Eastern Balts®'.

On the other hand, hypotheses are put forward that the very Baltic
cultures are to be sought only in the Bronze Age™ or even in the Early
Bronze Age, namely, in the Lubana, North Byelorussian and Marjanovo
cultures, which have formed on the basis of contact of the newcomer
Corded Pottery culture with the local Late Neolithic substratum™. It is
admitted also that, according to archaeological data, there is no clear
chronological border-line between the ancient Europeans (the most an-
cient Indo-Europeans - L.L.) of the Balto-Dnieper region and the Balts.™

Basing on these data, an attempt should be made to trace cultural dif-
ferentiation in the Late Neolithic of Eastern Baltic, as investigators are
of different opinion regarding interpretation of the Late Neolithic com-
plexes, including those of the Lubana Lowland and banks of Lake Kre-
tuonas.

When interpreting the Rzucew culture, it was stated that the latter
contained components of "all-European horizon”, the Globular Amphora
culture, as well as the Nemunas culture”, but questions of the origin of
the local Late Neolithic complexes of the territory of Eastern Lithuania
were settled differently, admitting the decisive role of local traditions of
the Narva culture in the formation of this complex™.

A. Girininkas, the author of investigations carried out in the Kretuo-
nas 1A and 1B settlement sites, considers the number and correlation of
vesscls found the decisive factor regarding this question.
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The latest publication of archaeological materials of the banks of
Lake Kretuonas allows to dwell briefly upon correlation of the number of
vessels of the Late Narva culture and Corded Pottery culture of these sct-
tlement sites. Judging from published data, in the Kretuonas 1A settle-
ment site 130 vessels of corded pottery have been found”, but in the
Kretuonas 1B settlement site the minimum number of vessels of the Late
Narva pottery was 300 :

Detailed counting and fixation of all three kinds of pottery in the Kre-
tuonas LA and 1B settlement sites (corded, comb-and-pitmarked and the
Late Narva ones) showed that fragments of corded pottery were found in
a considerably smaller territory” as compared with the Late Narva pot-
tery” making almost a half of the area under investigation. Moreover,
the density of distribution of fragments of pottery - up to 100-300 frag-
ments per 1 m? in the lower, Late Narva layer and 30 and more fragments
of corded pottery per 1 m? in the upper layer - testifics to different
population of the settlement site in different periods of inhabitation, with
different demographic situation in a concrete settlement site.

It is quite possible that the number of vessels in the Kretuonas set-
tlement sites depended also on the economic complex of the Late Narva
culture and that of the Corded Pottery culture. Living in a settled abode
and mobility of the population could exert in{luence also in this respect.

Consideration of all facts ascertained in the territory of Latvia, inclu-
ding settlement sites of the Lubdna Lowland, allows to put forward a the-
sis on the presence not only of "all-European” horizon but also of
"average-European” one in the complex of corded pottery of this territo-
ry*!. Morcover, evident prevalence of flint industry characteristic of
corded pottery cultures of scttlement sites of the Lubana Lowland should
be admitted, where side by side with corded pottery there existed also the
other Late Neolithic complex of Abora type consisting of porous pottery
of three kinds.” The presence of over 120 vessels of corded pottery with
prevalence of porous ceramics of local origin in the Late Neolithic
complexes of the Lubana Lowland settlement sites with the presence of
pronounced flint and stone industry of the bearers of the Corded Pottery
culture can hardly be explained as a consequence of scantiness of popula-
tion of the Corded Pottery culture in this territory. Acknowledging the
role of local cultures, including the Narva culture of the late period on
the banks of Lake Kretuonas, in ethnic processes on the eve of formation
of the ethnos of the Balts, A. Girininkas undoubtedly admits the presen-
ce of the Corded Pottery culture in this region, only attaching to it a se-
condary role in baltization there.

Neither in the territory of Eastern Latvia or in Estonia there are set-
tlement sites with pure complexes of corded pottery. However, observa-
tions in the Abora I, Asne T and Eini settlement sites show the specitic
character of populating by the newcomers - bearers of the Corded Pot-
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IS?: itg:&rc —&reas ;;()Eulatcci before by bearers of the Eastern Baltic cul
c (with pottery of the Abora type and accom i i —
ure (wi ‘ > Aborz anying early textile pot-
tery in two variants), bringing wit c s r ottery, ba
, o s), ging with them not only their own potter
also a strllgng stone, tlint and amber inventory. ’ pottery, out
LUI'Ith'zb,LJust this population which had come to the territory of the
: )‘Elﬂc?. pwland not earlier than in 2300 BP* may be compared with
iicz)unlccfs li)f the Eas'tcrn. Baltic ethnos which became the basis of baltiza-
m.“ ?1 ]i (i Popula}tlon in Eastern Latvia in the Early Bronze Age (the so
alled Lubana culture), just as tribes of ¢ j -
)] s of the Marjanovo culture of
-alled Lubar Hltur - ] ¢ of the
samlctz ‘cpod'l-m the .mlddle Dnieper region were the Dnieper Balts.* "
CCdcdlg quite pos?bCIe that just the Late Neolithic complexes which pre
cded mvasion of Corded Pottery cultures : :
s - the Late Nemunas, Late
P ( - e -3 ' ¢
Narva or Late Eastern Baltic ones, as well as the Late Volosovo one
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Hldiké Loze

KULTURU DIFERENCIACIJA RYTU PABALTLIYJE
VELYVAJAME NEOLITE

Reziumé

; y, alinraie <lvmi virvelines keramikos
Nustatyta, kad Pamariy (Zucevo) kultiiroje slypi vu‘vclmq kcl\rlixmmo
° . : . N - - . - "‘l
kultiiros bendrojo horizonto, rutuliniy dmtmql kul.t’uxots {imii()ic o
‘ snentai Sau, atsizvelgiant ir | Latvijos terttorijoje su-
kult@iros komponentai. Taciau, atsvuvdgmnt P 61 i N
kaupta medZiaga, ypac i§ Lubanos zemumos paminkly, ga mkc ¢ ©
< - N e .. - . . . . "I‘l .
irvelinéje keramikoje jZitire io Europos komponenty
'ijOS sie keramikoje jZiuréti ir vidur |
rijos virvelinéje keramikoje [Zit ' oo s
irveline keramika ir ja lydintis inventorius Latvijoje, Lubanos z
Virveliné keramika ir ja lydin s Lat ) 108 Zemumos
‘ ip i stuono apyeZeryje Lictuvoje, aptinkama 10S
ami se, kaip ir Kretuono apyezeryje ie, ' 0s
T ir kitu vietinés kilmeés velyvojo neolito kultliry
i ictése, kaip 1r Jdetinés kilmés velyvojo nec
aciose envietése, kaip ir kity vietines jor el
ol S ’ C apyezerio paminkluose virve-
sai. Skirt as, kad Kretuono apyezerio pa $
kompleksai. Skirtumas tas, ke y . ose M
i igrafiskai slogso vir§ sios Narvos kultliros
line keramika stratigrafi$kai sligso vir§ velyvo
sluoksnio keramikos. S - e
Lubanos Zemumoje vyrauja virvelines keramlko.§ ‘kultuuu. buchtn.%z'to
titnago ir akmens inventorius. Sie dirbiniai ai$kiai vyrauja ankxctj
145549 * . . e ictines akyto-
Abuoros tipo kompleksuose, nors juose aptikta trij rusiy Vlul?:c‘{i:iuyqt
cerami 3 al avirSiuje, su a } at-
i d - su ornamentais lygiame puodo pavirsiuge, | al
sios keramikos - su ornamer vg 10 pavirsiuje, s aucinfi -
i liniy ¢ nte d i dél virvelines
Jais ir su atspauda udiniy ant lenteliy. Vargu @ '
spaudais ir su atspaudais a 1 el argu ar Gel virve 1nes
kr;ramikos kultliros gyventoju negausumo Sioje t(?I'lA[OI.‘I_]Oj? vc}lyvo_]? : V.O-i
to kompleksuose Lubanos Zemumoje vyrauja .wetme:% l<11mc§ arcll '(\Ab)i]nii‘
kéramika $alia virvelings keramikos kultiiros ttnago Ir akn}grls u”1 bu}.
1§ A.Girininko ir musy tyrinéjimy galime spresti, kokia suclc.tmga yre
o . . . . o P toiade ic oie.
vusi etnokultiiring situacija vélyvajame neolite Laty joje 111.[ lfLStL;: gqmikog
atvijoie neaptikta gyvenvieciy su grynu virveline ¢ S
Ryty Latvijoje neaptikta gyv iy . ve Keramicos
kultiiros kompleksu. Pagal Abuoros tipo paminkly pric I:ulbcm()lsO SL 0
tyrinéjimus galima pastebeti, kad atvykeliy sraut21§E uzplulco \n;ik 1\ "o
i : i ¢ critis. atsinesdamas ne tik savo keramika, be
ietini Jalle ameégtas sritis, atsineSdamas ne t 1, bet
vietiniy gyventojuy pameg , . n ke savo kerami, ¢
L ir gi o dirbiniy tipus rentoju srauty, atplidus]
i =18, titnagc aro dirbiniy tipus. Si gyventoju
ir akmenis, titnago ir gintaro Si gyven e
i i g i sicti su ryty balty 1sta
. ankséiau kaip 2300 m. pr. Kr., galima buty sic (@
ne ankséiau kaip 2° galime sieti su yty balty 818 <
mis. Jis ir sudaré pagrinda Ryty Latvijos baltizacijal Zalvario amziaus
pradZioje (taip vadinama Lubanos kulttira).

Honnuke Hose

O KVJIbTYPHOU AVOEPEHIIMAIINU B ITO3AHEM
HEOJIMUTE BOCTOYHOW ITPUBAJITUKU

Pestome

[pn usyyennu Kyuesckoi KYJIBTYPBL YCTAHOBICHO, YTO OHAa
COICPAKUT KOMITIOHCHTBI "001IEEBPOTICHCKOIO TOPU3OHTA", KyJIb~
TYPEI WAPO0OPasHLIX aMdop, a TAKKE HeMAHCKOLH KYJIBTY]EL

B cpoio ouepess, Bisemusanue axros, KOHCTaTUPOBAHHLIX Ha
TeppuTOpUK JIaTBUH, B TOM UYMCIE HA [TOCETEHMSX Jybanckoit uu-
SUHEL, TTO3BOJISICT BRIABUHYTL TE3UC O HATWUUH HE TOJLKO 3ICMCH-
TOB "0BLIeCBPOIIEiicKOro”, HO U ‘cpenHeeBpoIIciickoro” ropisonTa
B KOMIIJICKCE WHYPOBOI KEPAMHKH 3TOU TEPPUTOPUH.

IrypoBast Kepamuka U CONMPOBOKIAIOMIHI ce HHBEHTaph Ha
Tepputopun JIyGaHCKoH HUBMHBI, Kak U B rpurosepbe Kpsityorac
BCTPCUICHBI COBMECTHO ¢ APYTUM IO3MHEHEOTIHTHUCCKHM KOMILICK-
COM Ha ONHUX M TCX XK€ ITOCCTICHUSX, MMEBLINX MCCTHOE [POHC-
XoxJIeHHe. PasHuua 3aKmouacTcs TULIb B TOM, YTO Ha IIPHO3EPhE
Kpsaryonac wHypoBast kepamuka CTpaTUIpaUICCKHU 3ajieraeT Haj
HO3AHCHAPBCKOI.

Ha mocenermsix JIyBaHCKOH HU3MHDI YCTAHOBJICHO SIBHOE IIpe-
o0MagaHHe KPEeMHEBOIO M KAMEHHOIO MHBEHTApsl, XapakTepHoro
ABL KYILTYp IUHYpOBOH Kepamuku. [Tpociexer sBHLIT fepenec
ITUX MSHETUH Hall M3ACTUSIMHM BTOPOIO KOMIUICKCA THUMA [OCEC-
HHSL AGOPa, MMEBLIETO TPHU BHMAA KEpPAMHKU TIOPHCTON Maccnl (¢
OPHAMCHTALIUCH Ha [IAKOH IMOBEPXHOCTH COCYA, a TaKKe ¢ [10-
BCDXHOCTLIO, TIOKPEITOH OTMEYaTKAMH TKaHH WIH TKAHH Ha
Jloueyukax).

Cspiie 130 cocynos UIHYPOBOI KEPaAMHKH IPH TIpeobIafaHuu
[IOPUCTOR KEPAMMKU MECTHOIO IIPOMCXOKICHUS. B IMOBTHCHEOMH
THICCKHX  KOMIUICKCAX MOCCACHUH JIyGaHCKO! HUBHHLI [pu Ha-
JMHA ADKO - BLIDAKEHHOH KPEMHCBOH M KAMCHHON WHIYCTPUU
HOCHTEJICH KYJIBTYPLI INHYPOBOH KepaMMKH BPSIT JIH MOXKCT GbITh
OOBSICHCHO  CIEACTBHEM  MAJIOUHCICHHOCTH  HACEICHUSI KYJIBTYpEL
UTHYPOBOH KEPAMUKHM HA 9TOH TCPPUTOPHH.

HeTabHble  MOACUCTEl COCYAOB  MOCEEHMUI Impuosepbst  Kpsi-
TyoHac A. l'upuHMHKacy nokasamu, aro 130 COCYJIOB LHYPOBOI Ke~
pPaMUKH OBUIM O0HADYKCHLI HA [10CCACHIMN Kpsaryonac 1A, Ssmne-
HUC, YCTAHOBICHHOC HaMU 1 A. THpHHMHKACOM B Tipuosepbe Kpsi-
TYOHAC, YRAILIBACT HA BCIO CAOKHOCTD CTPYKTYPBL ITHOKYIBTYDHBIX
00pasoBaHuil B TIO3/HEM HEOMIUTE BOCTOYHON UaCTH Harsru u Jlut-
BEI.
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Teppuropusd Bocrounoit JlarBuu He pacriojaract ?{OC@LHSH?HHH
C YMCTBIMHA KOMIUICKCaAMH HIHYPOBOH  KCPaMUKU. laﬂn}g ?ncx«)ﬁ;
CHEAHHBIE TIPH U3YUYCHMM TIOCCICHUM tura Abopa HdHM)S{ cnpum‘
, ca 3aceie
: 3BIBE a creuduky Tpouec
HU3MHE, YKa3plBaloT H : T vl
M KepaMUKH,
C TOKA HOCHTEEH KyIbTypbl LIHYPOBO (8-
A0TO MOTOKA HOCHTEIIC R G
' g AHCE 3aCCNeHHDIC MECTa J
X Ul OCEMTOCTH PAHCe L HC o Nee
HOH [T03AHEHEOIUTUYUECKOH KYJIBTYPhI, MpUHOCS ¢ cob

[ Kamc i T 1
KO COBCTBEHHYIO KEDAMHKY, HO ¥ APKUH KaMCHHEIH, KPEMHEBE

aApHBI MHBEHTAPD. - ”
HHTIC“ngxM 06pa3oM, MMCHHO 3TOT TIOTOK HACEJICHMS, ITPOHHKII
AKY

Ha TeppuToprio JIyGaHCKoH HU3HHBL U occx\sm?g) xﬁ;ﬁ;;gﬁﬁg‘i
2300 r. mo P. X., MOXeT OLITH COIMOCTABICH C 1 oKt BOCTONY
GANTCKOro 3THOCA, JICTHIMMU B OCHOBY 6an’Tma(u‘H i
Bocrounoit JlarBuu B SII0XY PpaHHEM OpoH3bl (T.H.

KyJIbTYpa).

Valdemaras Siménas

VAKARU IR RYTU BALTU RIBOS KAITA
ARCHEOLOGILIOS DUOMENIMIS

Nustatyti vakary ir ryty balty etnines ribas néra taip paprasta. Pirmieji
atskirti $iuos baltus pabandé kalbininkai XIX a. viduryje pastebéje tam
tikras fonetines ir gramatines skirtybes tarp lietuviy, latviy ir prsy kalby.

Pagrindiniai skirtumai, leide i§skirti ryty ir vakary baltus, buvo dvibal-
siy ei ir ie kaita. Antai, kur lietuviy ir latviy e, prisai désningai turi e
(deinan, deiws, prei). Taip pat ryty ir vakary baltai turi skirtingas priebal-
siy samplaikas, pvz.: lictuviy kalboje ki, gl, gn, tuo tarpu priisy kalboje #/,
dl, bn (eglé - edlé, dugnas - dubnas), lietuviy kalboje dz, ¢, o latviy kalboje
Z,§, prieS a, o, u atitinka prisy d, ¢ (medziai - median). Priisai taip pat turi
Zodziy, jy reikimiy ar formy, kuriy néra ryty balty kalbose. Be to, priisai
turéjo ir bevarde gimine, kurios neturi ryty baltai. Taip pat skyrési priisy
kalbos linksniavimo désniai, jvardZiai ir skaitvardziai, Visa tai rodo, kad
prusu kalba, nors yra gimininga lietuviy bei latviy kalboms, nuo abiejy ir
skiriasi, vadinasi, yra skirtinga katba'.

I8 karto reikia atkreipti démesj | tai, kad kalbininkai ias dvi kalby
grupes i8skyré remdamiesi paciais bendriausiais bruozais. Taip pat reikia
tureti omenyje, kad kalbos grynu pavidalu, tokios, kokias teoritkai nusta-
t¢ kalbininkai, prakti§kai tikrovéje neegzistavo. Jos visuomet buvo persi-
pynusios, susimaisiusios ir turéjo kaimyninéms gentims biidingy savybiy.
Tiek prisy, tiek lictuviy ir latviy kalbos formavosi tikstantmediais. | ju
sudetj i¢jo keliolika smulkesniy gentiniy junginiy, kuriy kalbine priklau-
somybe Siandien jau sunku nustatyti, o kartais ir visikai nebeimanoma,
Todél, matyt, teistis tie kalbininkai, kurie teigé, kad skilimas | vakary ir
ryty balty kalbas nebuvo grieztas, visa laika bita tam tikry pereinamyjy
dialekty’. Be to, tyrinétojai kol kas neuzakcentavo, kad riba tarp ryty ir
vakary balty nebuvo pastovi ir, amZiams bégant, kito. Taigi mano tikslas
atkreipti tyrinétojy démesj i §j ribos kitima. Tai leis susikalbéti daugeliui
kalbininky ir istoriky. Suprantant problemos sudétinguma ir Zinant, kad
nejmanoma sudaryti universalaus genciy susiskirstymo modelio, bus
pasistengta idskaidyti medziaga atskirais chronologiniais laikotarpiais,
taip pat, remiantis archeologine medziaga, bendriausiais bruoZais sumo-
deliuoti vakary ir ryty balty ribos kaitg. I karto pabréziu, kad tai néra

grieZtos ribos nustatymas, kartais - tik tendencija. Ateityje tai leis paai§-
kinti kalbininky pastebéty vakary balty kalbos savybiy atsiradima tradi-
cingje ryty balty teritorijoje.

Kalbininky darbuose iSryskéja ju tyrinéjimy komplikuotumas, daZnai
susiduriama su sunkiomis, kartais neissprendziamomis  problemomis.
Rekonstruojant balty kalbos sistema, iSkyla labai dideliy sunkumy. Tai



